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In1975 the Chelmsford Public Schools initiated a Titik I Program'.

designed to assist children who quaIifid4 under the guidelines set forth

by Title In its beginnisig,Jlais- venture was limited to a

onesite.summer program which lasted approximatelyjfive-weeka. Since

that time, Project Independence has expanded,to full school year Pre-

gram for students in kindergarten through grade six.

The project' includes a variety of components which facilitate the

-individualization of instruction with the uftimate goal being the-

improvement of the academic status of the children involved,as well as

the reinforcement of the'self-concept of those same students.

The program was in compliance with ali,rrules and regulations set

forth by the COngress in Title I, E.S.E.A.



I NTRODUCTtON

The following is an evaluation wort of the E.S.E.A.'Title I
,

Program, Project,Independence -nOnducted,by the Chelmsford Public

Schools during the academic year 1977-78. This was the third year of

the Title I program in Chelmsford and was,budgeted for $87,457.00.

The goals'of the-program were

To produce a meksurabIe effect on pupas` growth in reading.

2. T9 produce,a measurable effect on pupils' growth in math

ematiCs.

To design and implement an individualized instruction prognfm

.1() diagnose eaehsndent in orderto identify reading And/or

mathematics objectives tow that -tudent and to write appro-

priate learning prescriptions.

To provide reinforcedent and feedback to each student so that

they are made aware of their cesses rather than their

failures.

fi

To provide learning experiences for individual students that

will 'nable the student to work at his/her own pace and his/her

own level.

7 . To p c ide inLere,s(ting material to the students in motivating
e

formats.

- 2



II. PROGRAM OVERVIEW
.

In the past, Project Independencewas,a program which served -

4r-=

grades-K74 in the Westlands and North Shools in'Chelmsford, Massachusetts.

This year-an additional component, covering the fifth and sixth grade,

were included as a part of Project Independence. The fifth and sixth

grade components referred to, as Tart "B" (the K-4 component was referred

to as part "A") was conducted with the specific.purpoea of improving

reading skills.

Project Independence began the scho- year in September of 1977

with some 130 students. During the acddemi_ year, 217 children partici--

pated in the progra-
.

Table 1( cont ins the summary of the number of pupils and their

grade level.

TABLE 1

GRATE K 1 4 5 6 Total*:

NO, OF STUDENTS 38 51, 41 77 19 31 10 217

*North and Westlands Schools.

The project "classrooms" organized as resource rooms with

students entering from a,"regular" classroom with a set schedule and

time for the week.. A full-time student would attend five times per

week for forty-five minutes per .ay. Some studs, because of scheduling

difficulties, w(luld attend for le than the.full five periods.

For each child in the Proje t Independence program, the staff

would plan and implement personal learning prescription based upon

the specific need of each child. e student would rece-ve' assistance

on a one-one, as well as small roue basis.



EVALUATION DESIGN

The following procedures were undertaken in the evaluation of the

project:

1. Feriodicon-site visitations hy\the evaluators.

Analysis of cognitive results of pre and post assessment

in the areas o reading and mathematics.

Interviews of staff and students from the project to

determine growth in the affective domain,specifically

in the self-concepts of the students.

The program staff of twelve worked efficiently and effectively

as a team. The roles and number of staff in eAch role are listed.

TITLE I STAFF

Director 1

Home/School Coordth- or 1

&lassroom Teachers 6

Instructional Aides

Clerical Aide

- 4-



III. GLASS 0 OBSERVATIONS

In.obse ving the cldssrooms involved with Project Independence,

it was evident that areal diversAty of-learning programs for each

individual child was being implemented. A great deal of one-to-one
A

and small grOUP instruction was observed with "teacher-made" materials-;

as well as professionally developed.materials utilized against academic

objectives.

A management system was used that would provide teachers and

students evidence of :growth and served as a basis for instructional

planning with one exception explaihed'later.

The classrooms were bright and inviting with many examples of

'children's work displayed. Much effort by the staff has gone' to make

the forth School Teaching/learning area a motivating environment f6r the

students. At the.Westlands School the staff maintains a very adequate

area on the stage. This is a very large, roomy space.

The only concern that should,bi ported is the space provided

for the North grade five students. s area proved less than adequate.

Although the'Title I staff had done their very best to provide a

positive atr%osphere, the physical location andAmstraints of the corridor

space are 'difficult to overcome. The normal amount of traffic in the

corridor proved to be distracting for the students.



IV. ARTICULATION WITH TITLE ISTILYF AND PARTICIPATING SCHOOLS

The teachers and director of the Title I program.fraye done an

excellent job of maintaining' communication links between, the regular

classroom teacher sand the Title I staff. In fact, of. the major

strengths of project Independence has been the stron_g_interrelationships_
. _

built in each of the schools between the regular classroom teacher and

the Title I teacher.

Within the Title I staff itself, a team approval is utilized

effectively. Weekly staff meetings along with daily planning sessions

of the team helps insure that decisions a ffecting students are quality

decisions.T,

KINDERGARTEN

In the Kindergarten program, the students were given a pre-

assessment in areas including: social development, eye-hand coordination,

perception of direction, work habits, language development, and reading

readiness. Individual prescriptions were then written for each child

and an instructional. program set to help the child attain the stated

goals_ Results of the instructional program were measured by observing

and recording performance tasks. The children were asked to do certain

tasks and the teachers recorded the results. In reviewing the evaluative

process, it was concluded that the students did attain the objectives

identified in the individual prescriptions.

6-



"HOft/SCHOO

The Parent Advisory Committee was an active groalp, meeting

formally no less than eleven times during the school year. In addition,

the P.A.C. sponsored in each building a "Parents Day" during=the-month

of,May. Parents have also displayed a great deal of enthusiasm through

their informal comments and their participation _in activities offered

by the'project.

VII. ANALYST OF COGNITIVE RESULT_

Academic gain in mathematicSwere determined through the use of

the Stanford Test. Cain-in reading skills are shown by the number of ob-
,

cjectives. attained as measured by the Wisconsin Design for Reading Skills

0. Tests in the Word Attack Component. The Wisconsin Program contains a

listing of specific skills which set objectives for the children in he

Skills Developmenf'Program. The Word Attack Component has some 45 skillS,

which should be accomplied by the end of what is the traditional grade

thfee. The skills are furtheA divided into expectations by'grade levels,

by the average student as follows: Seven basic skills at lUndergarten,

13 at grade one, 18 at grade two, and the remaining 7 skills by the

end or grade three., Identification Of student achievement was accomplished

by means of a criterion-referenced, pre-assessment. Mastery of a given

skill or group of skills was measured by the criterion-referenced post-
.;

assessment.
2
Evaluation and assessment in Project Independence was used to

identify needs through the pre-assessment plan. A suitable instructional

program was then determined. Through the post-assessment,,the degree of

mastery was determined, insuring a systematic

teaching d learning.

7-
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VIII, READING OBJECTIVES MASTERED, BY STUDENTS

Table 2 indicates the percentage pf students who mastered

at least the

the left.

number of objectives listed in the colgmn'on

TABLE

Number of new skills
mastered 1977-78 Percentage of students

1

2

3

4

100.0%

97.3%

93.4%

72.2%

5 53.0

35.8%

7 24.5%

8 15.9%

9 17.9%

10 4.6%,

11 1.3%

12 1.3%
A

13 1.3%

14 '1.3%

15 1.3%

1 3%

8-
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ACIir CONVE*1T101IS

.7

They itle WhiCk included the directOv, the teaching

staff, and homOschool coordinator, worked, together very well

and were effective in accomplishing the stated objectives.

2. There was substantial growth by the students in reading, and

mathematics.

3. The Home/School Program was well received by parents, It

linked the parents with the school helping to maintain an

environment thaV:influenced the whole child.

4. Th staff maintained' a positivelearningratmosphere for the
a

st4dents of Project Independence. Children,wcrTes,,allowed the

flexibility to learn, and were encouraged in their development.

5. Open lines of communications between the regular staff and

the Title,I staff were maintained regularly to benefit She'

student'.

6. The Title I staff was knowledgeable in the area of indivi-

dualized instruction.and was effective in its implementation.

7. The Project Independence "staff had a great deal of omp-ath

for both students and parents and was able to build effective

relationships with both groups.

8. The director has continued to provf de leadership in

of Project Independence.

' progress



PART

Chelmsford Project Independence has developed a snccesstul pro-
, 1

gra_ to provid l r anstrubtional needs in! rea ing -and .mathematic K-4..

Part B extend .this

Westlands districts

ogram to grades tivv and six in

Through use of high-interest

based upon careful diagnosis, innovative methods, and low pupil-teacher

North and-

, .

aterials, individualized ins et on

ratio,' the program would hope to establish an interest in reading and to
4

restore a feeling of success in7 the students at this .grade level.
1

, Part B was staffed with a teacher and two instructional aides who

were supervised by the Title I Director. Thor staff served students in

grades five and six in the North and Westlauds ScKnol districts{

The program began in February, 1978 and operated through the-end

of the 1977-78 school year. A total of forty students participated in

the program on a daily schedule of forty-five minute periods.

While formal data on attitude was not collected, the evaluator did

observe the students in small group activity. The students were

attentive and responded to directions and questions from the staff. Each

student prepared_a fifty-page summer activity booklet to:use to reinforce

skills mastered over the last five months.

The parents of the students were kept informed of the progress

cm their child through regular reports to the home and 'a parent dav,

we held in Juno.



a

OBJECTIVES OF THE PROGRAM

1, To continue the program started in K-4 on through grades 5 and -6

in ovdet to provide a ,,,Ormkills basiit for thQ future

2,, To /produce a measurable effect on pupils' growth in reading.

-
3. To diagnose, design, and implement an individualizedfinstructen-

.

al: program,
a

4. To create an awareness for the need of the reading skills for

the students' future use.

5. To build a better self-image which is often low by this age aoup.

6. To provide interesting materials with'which to interest the

students to better performance.

7. To provide appropriate learning prescriptions to help correct

the 8iagnose4 needs.

DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES

1. 1,0-15 students were scheduled into the resource room for an

instructional period.

2,, flie resource team consisted of one teac-. and two instructional

aides.

3. Auxiliary personnel from the school -system were utilized to

provide specialized services.

4A The.learnim,, program was based upon:

=a. Careful diagnosis.

b. Diversified ac-dvities to allow differences in rare

of learning nterest, ability and learning styles of

the pu.

5. A home-schoor-program was developed to enueurage parent involve-
,.

ment and provide information releases and encourage parental
activities.,

12 -

I



EVALUATION

Tn thej(-4 prc rare, students concentrate on the mastery of word
0

attack Skil:lss in reading. - BasCd upon need of students in grades

5-6, the 9tpheisis was, pn the' dev6lopment of reading. comprehension

skills.

Using the Wisconsin Basic Skills 'Reading Progradr, a student may

.proceed through three level ,of the comprehension program. The

progress of a student may be measured by comparing the number of

skill levels mastered at the end of the program. All skill levels

are measured through criterion-referenced statements and mastery

V's, considered if 80% of a particular skill level is answere

correctly. 40

In grade five, 132_ studente`, participated jt the Title I program.

Table 5 shows thA these student, on an aggregate, displayed

mastery of 99 ,bevel 'subtests. The fifth grade ztudents increased
T

this aggregate total by 90% within five months; each student, on

the average, -w able to master an addi4ional 3 -level sets of

comprehension objectives.,

Tn grade.sib,.g ntudeu had mastered, in an aggregate, 25 level

sb -tests in February and had increased this aggregate to 49 in

June. This Was an increase in mastery of comprehension skills of

96%.



TABLE 5

Mastery of Reading Comprehension:
TeStsby Grade 5 and 6 udents

No. of:Tests Mastered
Pre Post-Test Total

32

8

99

25

89

24

198

'49

Table 6 show' the number of additional sub-tests

90

96

red by'

students in grades'fiVe and six: In glade five, 81Z oT the studenS

increased by 100%:the number Of tests masteied in te_ading comprehension.
4

In grade six,_ of the stude -s increased their mastery level by 100%.
i

Most students -gained mastery in at` caste thre, additional sub-levedsl

prograrri. A 1of the reading,, comprehension

T 6

Number of Additional Sub-Tests
Mastered in Reading Comprehension

by in 'Grades 5 and 6

ember .of Additional
Tests Plastered

7

6

5

4

3

1

0

1

0

4

2

10

10

4

1

2

1

-0



RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Irk addition to measuring 'tudent growth in reading 'through the

Wisconsin Design Skill Tests, consideration ,should be give-

using an appropriate standardized reading achievement test in

conjunction with the Stanford Mathematics Test.

The project staff should continue to emphasize basic skill

developmentein K-4 and that %if service choices need to he made,

priority be given to this group..



ANNUAL REPORT -ESEA TITLE I

SCHOOL YEAR 1978



The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Department of Education

_ ernes Aveniue, Roston,Vasemusetts 02116

=1_1+1_, REPOaT ESEA TITLE I

SCUOOL YEAR 191

Projects which operated in the perlo-
September 1, 1977 - June 30, 1973

PART II: TITLE I PROJECT REPORT

This questionnaire is to be completed separately for each Titij ,Iroject
that your scilool disc:riet conc',ucted during the 1978- school year program city
independently or as fiscal a:;ent for a coopqrativoproject. Three copies should
be returned to the Department of Education; Ale cony is for your files. Reports
should be returned within ten days of the conclusion of. time program.

The questionnaire is desi?,ned so that non-narrative responses can be key-
punched. The parenthetical numbers in the page margins are to tacilikate that
process. Please disregard them as you fill out the report.

Chelmsford

Scnool iistrict

Lel1e C. Perni Fd
:Name of perpon completin this report)

a

6-26-78

(Date),

Pie return completed questionnaire to

Project Numbers During the School Year

!Ir. Richard sman, Evaluation Specialist
Department of Education, Title I Office
31 St. James Avenue, Room 536
Boston, NA 02116

-17-"



78-056-1_

PART TITLE I PROJECT

D

1

ORT

Public Schools
fiscal Agent

Title I Project Number

Was this a cooperative proje

(1)

(2)

2 if this was a coopera-
school systems that ga£ticinate6, including the school
district that acted as Fiscal aq,nt.

her school districts?

ive project. list the Raney of all the

4)

(5)



3. Total unduplicated count of public and no -public schoolchildren.

' D-
Pre - Kindergarten

k

38

51

41

27

i
19

7

31

10

8

q

0

11

-

Special Classes
Drop-0

°the r

Total/



Total Proje §t Participants - Duplicated Count
0 _

Give a count of the number children who participated inthis Title L project. Children in non-graded classes shouldbe entered at their grade equivalents. .

'

(A)

n¢er a
aefearten

13)

PUBLIC
(C)

NON-PUBLIC
(D)

TOTAL

ssE-717;

_n Out

OLher

Tota



5. Pro es and expenditures for cash activity.

For the instruction 1 activities listed below, indicate the
nur er of ch children involved in each activity and---the,average
estimated percent of your total, expenditure for each project--

Activity
total T_
_111c-iron
Involved

_ :ent
--

I:

Total Title I
Participants
(Duplicated
Count)

cAverage
_timated
Percent Of
Total
Expend _:.

50%

It tin' g

217 100Z
-ultural c h :1 e n -

1 217 100%

.

5%

-u or .: ,rng0 _Sc r ,Lice,:-.

Dia-gnos-:_n
Learning or
Ez-104,_;iem ,_., _ 217 100% 1.0%

Mathematl-,
176 81% 20%

usi c or
Drp.1.Itics_
hysIcal saLlo.7-1

or 'Rerr,7ation

EMo 4 i onal
P3

. . _ ) v e !-1- 7-, 0 _ 2 1 7 1 00% 5%

edical and'De -1 ,

qua._
s 217 100% 10X

-_ 1 ,_(1!3

)each and . ring

__as

10:- t , i; c 0 n o la

3u 11 1 2 -: El t 1 0 n

Other
F



6 Non-Public School ic pation:

6a. Were -1(Ae non-public school children in your nro1ectarea who were eligible to, participate in this rojeC'tli?(CHECK 0NE)

Yes, and all those eli le did

(2) yes, and sore of thorn participated

3) Yes, but none of than participated

icipate

(4) No, no non-public school children were eligible
6b. In what ways were. non - public school representative sinvolved in the Title I project activities'?

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(3)

In planning project design

In planning curriculum and

In projec instruction and services

(4) In staff ing

(5) evaluation

Other (Specify) Sele ion of participa

Whoa did part'
begin? (CHECK ONE)

,tion of non public school children

1) At the beginning of- _

time as the public soli
project and at the
1 children

(2) beuinning of the
the public school children

(3) About half

(4) when more

iject but later than

through the project

an half the p ject to was over

6d. When did the project activities for non-public schoolchildren take -ce? (CHECl< ALL THA APPLY)

(1) During regular or summer

(2) Bef-ore the regular or summer

After the regula or summer

(4) On weekends

Other,

school

school day

sL ool day



Go. Where did the pojct activities for non-plIblic scho.:al
. children princiially take place? (oprcr, ONE) .

X Public school grounds only

(2)_ Non-public school grounds only
&

(3) Both public and non-publi,e school ground

(4):, Other than public oe non-public school grounds.
(Specify) :

, \

7. Staff training:

7a. Was a.staff training program oper2ited in conjunction with
this project? (CNECK (ME)'

(1) X Yes, Ti-tie I funded 10,

CJ-,

(2) Yes, funded by the school syntori

(3) Yes, funded jointly by Title I and the system
I.

. (4) No, but staff training was p-rovidedduring.a
prevlous project: year

(5) No, there was no staff train:-no 1rogr&ia-

(6) Other, (Sock:if:7):

,1

71i. For whom was the staff training operated? (CHECK ONE)

(1) Teachers and pro.=esnic ,a1 staff only

1 t2) -Teacher aides only
vms

(3) Teachers and teacher es separately

(4) X Teachers and teacher aides jointly

(5) Other, (Seocify):

7c. Estimate the number of hours of staff training that the
averagoparticipant received. (CHECK ONE)

(1) 1-5 hours

(2) 6-10

(3) X 11-15

(7) Over 40

(4) 16-20

(5) 21-30

(6) 31-40



7d. (Then was the staff training conducted? CHECK ONE

(1) X Prior to and dur the pro

(2) Prior to the prgVje et ac iVi ies only

During-the pro] et or ly

(4) OtAr, (Specify):

7e. Who)eehductee the aff t "ng? (CifECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(1) Projec, director

Local:teaehers afd sta

pe,cialists frO.m collTges and universities

(4 Specialists' from industry and/or the arts

(5) Special is in medical and ps7etological services
(6) Others, (Speci

77f. Iiliat were the m
eacher4-'a

entt

(Staffs from other education agencies)

topics of the staff training pro
prof ional staff? (C%2CX THAT Y)

X_ Pr et plan ing and do

X Subjec matter areas

X Deve nt of curriculum and teaching' materials

pro act

(5) p 6.61 e Ui-tient and ,aterials

(.6) use o4f tive service (counseling, medical, etc.)

(7) Culture and psychology of the
disadvantaged

X -Diagnosi of

X

0

ducationally

ng disabilitie s

ent, evaluation, and repOrting

X Use. and duties of teache aid

Other, ebify):



7g.. 'What. were ._ the majbr,topi.cs of the staff trainihiy program
fqr tX-Clier aides and other 'non - professional 'sltaff?
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(1) Orientation to the Title 1 project

(2) X Project planning and design

(3) X Subject matter areas

(4) X Development of curricuNam and teaching materials

(8) X_ Use of equipment and materials

(6) Use supportive ervices:(counscling, medical, etc.)

(7) Culture and psychology of the educationally
disadvantaged

(8) Diagnosis of learning disabilitie
(9) asurement, evaluation, and reporting

(10) Use and duties of teacher aides

(11) Other-, (Snecify):

7h. Enter

(1)

number of taff me. erth re eived training

--achers and 'other professional staff

(2) 2 Teacher aides and other non- professional staff



7i. Staff-Par

Enter the ndrther of peop
in the following ways:

---
FULL TIME For the summer projects, full school day forduration of the prpject

PA T-TI EF For the er projects, part the school ayall or art of the project; or full` schooly for par of the project

ked on 1 i_.Tit-1e' I project

A = Salaried
= Unpaid Volunteer

INE Pt POSITION
NO.
0l Pre -- .:in.erarten

FULL-TINE PART-T1V.E TOTAL
ta

t' B i2o =1

Teacher
02 nderga n

Teadhers
03 enentary

Teachers
------------,----

604 Seconc. _

Teachers
05 Special

Teacher-
---------

06 Reading
ecla lists

___

-----7------
07 Sneeda

Theranis
08 Librarians

09 Supervisors and
Administrators

10 Counselors an
Prcholeaisi

endance and
Social W-

2 Physicians and
urs --

Teach er Aides
3

3Library A e
,,

N

Other 'c=ity
(C1.13 t °me/School)

1Total
10 1



e 1 Advisory Co -u

Reminder: -Please co -- this section only :h..regard to
the specific project fbr which this rePort is being prepared.

.

Ba. Did this proje t_°,h ve a Title I parent Advisory Council
during 'school yea-r, l -8, i

..._

(1) X Yes

Are all of _he par!?nts who are voting members in the
counci=l, plrents of children-- tending a Title I school
in the 197 7 -197 8 school y/clar?

(1) X Yes

(2) No

(3) Vo parents involved as voting members
4

.8c. Were all of the parents v are votinc peral:.rs elected
to heir positions on the council by parents of children
attending a Title I school?

1) Yes

No- parents

Bd. Are naren_
Title I sc

1) X Yes

2 No

Be , What was

11

sp'

lve as -voting

dvi ory councils is Being organized for each
ool?

he number of the ?'arent Advisory Cour'ci



I

i

indicate other gtoups w,ho served ex to cio as n n_v voting
members on they Title I Advisory ouncil. (Chet all that
apply - numbere not uirea.)-. 1

1) xyar=nts of public school chile
Title I project

en served by he:

Parents of the non-public schoolhildrd
the Title I project

served by

Parents publicschoo children not served by -.the
Title I project:

(4) Parents of non.r school children
the Title I Project

Public school administrator

(6) -Non-public school adminis/1 r try

(10

Teachers' (Public)

Teachers n-public)

School commit

-
served-by

Anti-poverty progranl rer,resen ivcs (Heai- art, Foil
Through, :!e - ghh:crhood Youth Cor CAA.)

(11) Service Club

:dents

(13) Others,

Se. . bid

(Spe0-7.if-

council for this project serve as the advisory
council for more thenone 'Projec,t during FY

Yes

If yes, how many projec

-28-



Below Ore listed nine activities in which advisory councils
may partiaipatc-. Rank the activities in which yOur council

,

was knVolved in'the order of effort that the council devoted
to each acti.iity. Place a 1A,efoi,o- the activityy-to Which
the council.alloted most effort; a 2 before the next, etc.,
to the activitywhierecuired-least attention'. Rank only
those activities w ich .the'couiTtil participated. You do
not have to rank all n no activities.

(1) 6 Recenmendin4 d cc ion for the overall Title
effort,in the district.

(2 l'Reco-mending dk.rlection for this speoi
in the total prO,gram

oje

Reviewing project' developed by the school

5 Initiat
activities

Devi

(5) Identifying the

6)

(7)

plans for the project's

needs of chi en -to he served

personnel and community resources
(Teacher aides, (volunteers, service agencies, etc

eminatir n on "--tle I acti

Evaluation of ex sti

Pa- _ ioatin -1

(10) (SPecify:

8g. How many meet were held during FY 78'which all members
of the Title I __visorV Council were asked to attend?

decisions

9 Enter number

8h. Did the Parent Advisory Council review the aoolication
before it was mitted to the State Deoartment of Education

(1) X Yes

(2) No



bepartnent Assistance
. In what areas- your project received assistancefrom the State Department? Yor each ar a below,.451eae,indicate the adequacy of that atSii.ptance ifassistance was. received.

I) Understanding the intent of Title
1) Adequate (2) Inadequate

Interp reta tion Title I Fede,- 1 and Stateregulations, and guidelines
(1) -Adequate (2) Inade
eds assessm nt

-Adequate (2) Inadequate
(,IV) Program Ian

(1) Adequate (2) Inade
Pr

Operations

1, AdeouAe

_lu ti_

Adequate

(VII) Traininq

In d qua

project per onne1
(1) Adequate (2) Inadequate

(VIII)
Parent/Involvement

(1) Adequate (2) Inadequate
Proposal development

adequate
1) Adequate

Fiscal Accounting

I) Adequate (2) inadeq a
(IX) Other (Please. specify).

1) Adequate (2) Inadecuate
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Bei.O , _ listed 10 Areas in which the State Department
can tle,w,f assistance to you. Rank= order the areas
wnic you Would like the State Department-to give you
more 'bs6iStance. Rank only.thcse areas in which you
want more assistance. YoU need not- rank all 10 areas.

-XI

nderstandin intent

lnterpretatlon of Title
State regulations And quid

itle

_eral and
;es

Needs Assess;ftent

Program planning

Program operations

Evaluation,
\-44

Training of project

Parent invol

Proposal develc.pm9n4-

Fiscal accou

Other (Plea.

t 4E.

onnel



10. Ac vem nt Data A suits

A. For each skill area .evaluated for each Projec -Please
-tc the form an the following 'nage. Be sure to

uSe a separate sheet for each skill area. A worksheet
is included to as assist the ccnpleticn of the ement
date.-

V

NA; -1C OF

PROJECT- NUM

SKILL AR
Math

Ignore

enter the me ne of the-school system.enter

enter
Social S

the eight- digit project number.-

name of skill area Readi

box marked "F iDep of E&. use

OF Y AR: place an "X" eithe
ear" or "Summer School.",

LLLIGni OF PROJECT: ender the numbo
project's becinnfng to its end.

"Regular School

wee from the

OT.INT OF PROJECT STUDENT EACH 44EE!':: enter
the averace amount of me that a ch:',1d snqnds ach
week54_n _ project. ross the f cure in hours and
mililites: f.or ,ample , if tho .avcrage amount of:,time
is one and quarter enter "1 under "hours"
and "15" undo "minutes."

NUMBER OF CHILDF
the children

EaVED:
ed by

an unduplicatll count
-ojeet.

TOTAL OF STUD= PoSU Multiply the number of
chilp' served by' t the average amount of project
expoe -; round off the answe r to the nearest hours.

-

INSTRUCTOP./PUPIL 1 IO: W 1-.en connutin_ fir,ure anvonel
who functions in an instructional capacity should be
counted as an instructor. In calculating ' ratio,
consider only the time during which the student is
actually participating in the Project. For examolo,
if a project consists of as -aide tutoring each child
individually for 30 minutes a day, the instructor-
pupil ratio is 1.0 although toe e may tutor several

en each day. Enter the ratio cas as decimal
rounded off to the nearest ten

TOTAL PROJECT COST: Include all money spent on project
children which ' above an d beyond the nor-pupil
expenditure for he regular school program.

COST 1,1711 PUPIL: 'Compute this by
ant by the numher of children served.

le total p ject



B. For additional measures, other than standardi ed°tests which
report equivalent scores used in evaluation of your project
(e.g., eacher-mnde tests, attitude scalesriterion reference
tests, attendance, etc.): summarize the results briefly in
narrative form; include appropriate tables of results and attach
to this report.

C. In add ion, please 'send two conies of the final evaluation report
along with Part II to the Title I Office, Room 536, 31 St. James
Avenue', Boston, MA 02116, and one copy to your educational
specialist in their regional office.



EST RznuLTs! enter the reu1ts -of pret
the snaces indicated.

and in

GRApE: enter tha tirade for which test results are rported.
.-

4 ,VANE, LEVEL J!) FOP. OF TE9Ar.4 enter the name of t1 test
used. The same test, same level and Same form Illculd
be used for both rretest and posttest. If more than
one okeian=d-posttest ara used, list them seuaratdly.

. .

TZST CODE: IgnOre this bon, for.Depa-. merit of ducationuse only.

-J-NbilnER OF r_7ILDIInn TAEI:10 TESTS: enter the nurhor of students
with both Pretest and pcsttest 17 the total nunher of
students repol-ted with both pretest and nsttest is more
than 75% of te project participants, the data can be
consdered rseresentati..ee. Otherwise, the SEA should be
instructed that the data are not suitable for aggregation.

D2\T O TEST: enter- t:le date of each test, using the _ornate
month/day. ver; for a:<annle, 10/1/77 for October 1. 1977-
Wh2re uossile, it is:'strengly 1-comro.::.dud that tests he
admini%trAred within two o' the a. u01 norminc date
of thc test ued.

MEAN STA::DAPD CE t7n:DE
E2UIVALT scQna.:, '.;:er%r,heet i attached to assist ne

.coml,tan of 11r.is Ocnot subnit werlIshect, but
retain in project flles. TO con; the peon standard
set: (1) list ta nretet ancl posttest raw score fni-
eat4 student in tat grt.de with both pretest and Posttest
score:: (2) convert tIlo raw scorn to stadard score -using:
the anProoriate conversion table for raw score to standard
score reversion; (2) add all the standard scores; (4)
divide this sum 111.- the nunber of; students to obtain. the
mean standard score; (5) using the.anpropriate standard
score to perra.ntile score table, and the standard scre
to 'erode eauivalent score table, convert the near standard
scoe to mean Percentile score and mean credo eonivelent
score.

GRA r7 EpUINALET GAI:s:: To cerpute this i6em, subtract the mean
pretest grade egAvalent score from the mean uosttest grade
equivalent score.
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sciros-rats o'rtrJ,Jr.tr.4ot r A. M gt tt Lt. A U. rikv.ii.(A NUOiLdr .C. rtIL AirLA 1 ur lsr:pt .:0T Eaocrit1c-i
- -. Reading/Math Eat u!rq00

Chelmsford' 78-056-165T1TLC 1

A Ar11';'-:s.T 1-8
Social Growth

r..
rD. lit;E,'.i E. L3 rr=r10 Li er-odj4Li r. 1.n.P.IJ G CitLr.LL I Li. ite:121 it ur lit u,,,-;.o !-.L1,;/.(thee., 1 On weeks PER 571. Er',:1 - (utiOup 1 1 co Led count).. -

5O1 Itoor nroutrls : IP.c,11-114/- `,0:1 "(e or
1)- 5 circri

41. 1)1.
irt *ter th0 (r0 t ii ur'

t kr:5 S')

4 hrs.

32
1; .1 tr

, tr r

(egprcsS

6-1

eiL
lila 1)

45

TAL Li
o,1 cent'4

$87,457.00

TEST RESULTS
11r iP

1

A°1t E" It: r; LE -L _ -s "
1

OF TEST
I C'I'L'6REN

217

, -s1s

IPEAC ltil LE 7/C-r-' 4 I L

; rrA 1';

divlOod-by GI
s

$403.02

1

Stanford DiagnoatiFJath.1 - 1 ',

! I 0.7
I
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I 2.2

IfPCS

_

I +1.5

1_ I

2.1 I
!rero I rr

3.6
rr ii

I I
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It
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